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By order dated December 11, 2014, the Court dismissed this •appeal due to lack of

proper service of the notice of appeal. The order further noted that even if the

appeal was not dismissed for lack of proper service, it would be dismissed based

On appellant's failure to comply with the requirements of Rule 208(b)(1), SCACR

(setting forth requirements for initial brief of appellant). See Henning v. Kaye, 307

S.C. 436, 415 S.E.2d 794 (1992).

Appellant has now filed a "Memorandum with Necessary Comments/Arguments to

the Court Order dated December 11, 2014. In the Matter of the Amended Initial

Brief of Appellant." We have construed the documents as a petition for rehearing.

After careful consideration of the documents, the Court is unable to discover that

any material fact or principle of law was either overlooked or disregarded in the
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dismissal of the appeal, and hence, there is no basis for granting a rehearing.

Accordingly, the petition for rehearing is denied. '



Columbia, South Carolina

January 22, 2015

CC:

Joseph Edward Wojcicki

K. Chad Burgess, Esquire

Matthew William Gissendanner, Esquire

Shannon Bowyer Hudson, Esquire

Jocelyn Boyd, Esquire
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